AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 Attorney Docket No.: Q77964 

Appln.No.: 10/684,688 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-24 are all the claims now pending in the application. Claims 7-24 have been 
added as new claims. 

I. Formal Matters 

The Examiner alleges that the specification does not contain an abstract. An abstract was 
included with the specification when the application was filed. Applicant provides herewith a 
copy of the abstract as originally filed along with a copy of the fihng receipt showing that the 
abstract was initially filed with the application. 

n. Claim Rejections 

Claims 1-4 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Beldam (U.S. 
Patent No. 1,681,167). To be an "anticipation" rejection under 35 U.S.C.§ 102, the reference 
must teach every element and limitation of the Applicant's claims. Rejections under 35 U.S.C.§ 
102 are proper only when the claimed subject matter is identically disclosed or described in the 
prior art. Thus the reference must clearly and unequivocally disclose every element and 
Umitation of the claimed invention. Applicant submits that Beldam fails to teach every 
limitation of claim 1. 

Specifically, Beldam fails to teach "a plurality of flat surface regions are formed and a 
dimple is disposed within each of said plurality of the flat surface regions." The golf ball 
disclosed in Beldam has surface cross ribs (2), and recess (1) within the ribs (2). However, the 
recesses (1) are not formed within a plurality of flat surfaces regions. As is clearly shown in Fig. 
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1, the land areas surrounding each recess (1) is curved based on the radius of the golf ball. In 
other words, the recesses (1) are formed in curved regions and not flat regions as recited in claim 
1. Therefore, Beldam fails to teach each and every limitation of claim 1. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests that the rejections of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be 
reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Since claims 2-4 depend from claim 1, and since the Beldam reference does not disclose 
all of the limitations of claim 1, Applicant submits that claims 2-6 are patentable at least by 
virtue of their dependency from claim 1. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
rejections of claims 2-4 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claims 1-6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Aoyama (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,830,378). Aoyama also fails to teach each and every limitation of claim 1. 
Specifically, Aoyama fails to teach "a plurality of flat surface regions are formed and a dimple is 
disposed within each of said plurality of the flat surface regions." Similar to the Beldam 
reference, Aoyama teaches that the dimples 52 are disposed within a curved surface region and 
not a flat surface region. As shown in Fig. 5, the dimples 52 are disposed in curved regions 51. 
Although surface 51 may appear to be flat in Fig. 5, the patent clearly teaches that area 51 is 
curved having a radius Ri. Thus, Fig. 5 shows that each dimple 52 is not surrounded by a flat 
region as recited in claim 1. As a result, Aoyama fails to teach each and every limitation of 
claim 1. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejections of claim 1 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 



AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 Attorney Docket No.: Q77964 

Appln.Na: 10/684,688 

Since claims 2-6 depend from claim 1, and since the Aoyama reference does not disclose 
all of the limitations of claim 1, Applicant submits that claims 2-6 are patentable at least by 
virtue of their dependency from claim 1. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
rejections of claims 2-6 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claim 5 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beldam in 
view of Caschera, Jr. (Strictly Golf, copyright 1998). Since claim 5 depends upon claim 1 and 
since Caschera Jr. does not cure the deficient teachings of Beldam witfi respect to claim 1, 
Applicant submits that claim 5 is patentable at least by virtue of its dependency from claim L 
Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.C.§ 103(a) 
be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the PubUcation Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 
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